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A.1 Placebo Tests
To alleviate concerns that the discontinuous jump in filing might occur in other parts of the income distribution or in other tax years, we conduct several different placebo tests at different points in the income distribution and in other tax years. The first test is to impose artificial eligibility thresholds at $2,000 and $4,000 and re-estimate our baseline specification. Similar to our main results, these regressions use 2007 W-2 wages as the running variable. We do not estimate the probability of filing a 2007 return to be stastistically different from zero when eligibility is defined either by having wages above $2,000 or by having wages above $4,000. In addition, we do our RD estimates estimating the effect of eligibility on the outcome variables are generally not statistically different from zero when eligibility is defined using the $2,000 and $4,000 cutoffs. Figures A1 and A2 further demonstrate that there generally insignificant breaks in outcomes variables at the placebo cutoffs.
As a second placebo test, we use 2006 Form W-2 wage earnings as the running variable instead of 2007 Form W-2 wage earnings and redo our analysis. The RD estimates results are generally statistically significant when we replace the running variable with 2006 wage earnings. When the estimates are statistically significant, they are signed in the opposite direction compared to those from the main analysis as demonstrated in Figure A3 .
As a third placebo test, we use estimate the RD without observations at the cutoff of $3,000 as an additional robustness check which is the methodology used in Almond et al. (2011) . In addition, we estimate the RD when we drop observations within a narrow band of the $3,000 cutoff. We find that the estimated effect of stimulus eligiblity on filing a 2007 tax return ranges between 1.8 and 2.1 percentage points, which contains our point estimate of 2.2 from our main analysis (see Table A18 ). As a result, we do not find that bunching at $3,000 is driving our results.
For a fourth placebo test, we construct a sample of long term non-filers for a different time period and check for a significant jump in the probability of filing around the $3,000 cutoff. Specifically, we estimate an RD using the probability of filing a 2005 return as the outcome variable among the population of individuals who were non-filers in 2003 and 2004 . 1 We find that having wage earnings above $3,000 has a small, marginally significant 0.5 percentage point effect on the probability of filing in 2005. The reduced form estimates for the the outcome variables are generally statistically insignificant, or when significant, very small in magnitude. Figure A4 depicts the reduced form pictures that are analogous to the set of figures shown in the main analysis. These Figures show that the outcomes variables generally have little to no break at the $3,000 cutoff. Overall, we find no evidence of large significant increases in the probability of filing around $3,000 in other tax years or at different points of the income distribution in 2007. These placebo test results support our conclusion that the discontinuous jump in filing a 2007 return around the $3,000 cutoff is a result of the ESA08.
A.2 Relaxing Sample Restrictions
To demonstrate that our sample restrictions are not driving our main results, we redo our analysis with the sample of workers with wages below $6,000 and are aged 25-60 in 2005. We eliminate the sample restrictions that better target individuals who would be the most affected by the stimulus rebate, including our restrictions to limit to non-filers in 2005 and 2006, individuals with income below the 2005-2007 filing thresholds, and those without social security income. Our results in Table A17 show that the results with the broader sample are similar to those presented in the main analysis. Notes.-The reduced form estimates show the impact of stimulus eligibility on the outcome variable. The IV estimates, where stimulus eligibility is used to instrument for filing a 2007 tax return, are reported only for the second stage. The first stage regression results (not shown) estimates the impact of stimulus eligibility on filing a 2007 tax return. Standard errors are in parentheses. Reduced form and IV are estimated using the optimal bandwidth selection approach by Calonico et al. (2016) . Eligibility for the stimulus is defined strictly by Form W-2 wages. The running variable is W-2 wages. The outcome wages is top coded to the 95th percentile in each year. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 Notes.-The reduced form estimates show the impact of stimulus eligibility on the outcome variable. The IV estimates, where stimulus eligibility is used to instrument for filing a 2007 tax return, are reported only for the second stage. The first stage regression results (not shown) estimates the impact of stimulus eligibility on filing a 2007 tax return. Standard errors are in parentheses. Reduced form and IV are estimated using the optimal bandwidth selection approach by Calonico et al. (2016) . Eligibility for the stimulus is defined strictly by Form W-2 wages. The running variable is W-2 wages. The tax exclusive income used to determine poverty status is constructed from information return forms that are issued to both filers and non-filers including wage income from the Form W-2, and dividends, capital gains, unemployment benefits, interest income, non-employee compensation, and social security income from Forms 1099s. The tax inclusive income measure to determine poverty for non-filers is measured as the income from information returns minus payroll taxes and withholdings, and for filers, is measured as the tax return income minus payroll taxes and the tax return's balance. For the tax exclusive measure of poverty, we assume that each individual is unmarried and that he/she lives in a household with his/her biological children. An individual's biological child is defined as any person under age 19 who lists the individual as a parent. We identify biological children using administrative data from the Social Security Administration. For the tax-inclusive measure of poverty, each non-filer's size is defined in the same way as in the tax-exclusive income measure where we assume that each individual is unmarried and claims their biological children. For filers, household size is defined by the number of exemptions claimed on the tax return. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 Notes.-The reduced form estimates show the impact of stimulus eligibility on the outcome variable. The IV estimates, where stimulus eligibility is used to instrument for filing a 2007 tax return, are reported only for the second stage. The first stage regression results (not shown) estimates the impact of stimulus eligibility on filing a 2007 tax return. Standard errors are in parentheses. Reduced form and IV are estimated using the optimal bandwidth selection approach by Calonico et al. (2016) . Eligibility for the stimulus is defined strictly by Form W-2 wages. The running variable is W-2 wages. The tax exclusive income used to determine poverty status is constructed from information return forms that are issued to both filers and non-filers including wage income from the Form W-2, and dividends, capital gains, unemployment benefits, interest income, non-employee compensation, and social security income from Forms 1099s. The tax inclusive income measure to determine poverty for non-filers is measured as the income from information returns minus payroll taxes and withholdings, and for filers, is measured as the tax return income minus payroll taxes and the tax return's balance. For the tax exclusive measure of poverty, we assume that each individual is unmarried and that he/she lives in a household with his/her biological children. An individual's biological child is defined as any person under age 19 who lists the individual as a parent. We identify biological children using administrative data from the Social Security Administration. For the tax-inclusive measure of poverty, each non-filer's size is defined in the same way as in the tax-exclusive income measure where we assume that each individual is unmarried and claims their biological children. For filers, household size is defined by the number of exemptions claimed on the tax return. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 Notes.-The reduced form estimates show the impact of stimulus eligibility on the outcome variable. The IV estimates, where stimulus eligibility is used to instrument for filing a 2007 tax return, are reported only for the second stage. The first stage regression results (not shown) estimates the impact of stimulus eligibility on filing a 2007 tax return. Standard errors are in parentheses. Reduced form and IV are estimated using the optimal bandwidth selection approach by Calonico et al. (2016) . Eligibility for the stimulus is defined strictly by Form W-2 wages. The running variable is W-2 wages. The tax exclusive income used to determine poverty status is constructed from information return forms that are issued to both filers and non-filers including wage income from the Form W-2, and dividends, capital gains, unemployment benefits, interest income, non-employee compensation, and social security income from Forms 1099s. The tax inclusive income measure to determine poverty for non-filers is measured as the income from information returns minus payroll taxes and withholdings, and for filers, is measured as the tax return income minus payroll taxes and the tax return's balance. For the tax exclusive measure of poverty, we assume that each individual is unmarried and that he/she lives in a household with his/her biological children. An individual's biological child is defined as any person under age 19 who lists the individual as a parent. We identify biological children using administrative data from the Social Security Administration. For the tax-inclusive measure of poverty, each non-filer's size is defined in the same way as in the tax-exclusive income measure where we assume that each individual is unmarried and claims their biological children. For filers, household size is defined by the number of exemptions claimed on the tax return. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 Notes.-The reduced form estimates show the impact of stimulus eligibility on the outcome variable. The IV estimates, where stimulus eligibility is used to instrument for filing a 2007 tax return, are reported only for the second stage. The first stage regression results (not shown) estimates the impact of stimulus eligibility on filing a 2007 tax return. Standard errors are in parentheses. Reduced form and IV are estimated using a $500 bandwidth. Eligibility for the stimulus is defined strictly by Form W-2 wages. The running variable is W-2 wages. The outcome wages is top coded to the 95th percentile in each year. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 Notes.-The reduced form estimates show the impact of stimulus eligibility on the outcome variable. The IV estimates, where stimulus eligibility is used to instrument for filing a 2007 tax return, are reported only for the second stage. The first stage regression results (not shown) estimates the impact of stimulus eligibility on filing a 2007 tax return. Standard errors are in parentheses. Reduced form and IV are estimated using a $1000 bandwidth. Eligibility for the stimulus is defined strictly by Form W-2 wages. The running variable is W-2 wages. The outcome wages is top coded to the 95th percentile in each year. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 Notes.-The IV estimates, where stimulus eligibility is used to instrument for filing a 2007 tax return, are reported only for the second stage. The first stage regression results (not shown) estimates the impact of stimulus eligibility on filing a 2007 tax return. Standard errors are in parentheses. Reduced form and IV are estimated using the optimal bandwidth selection approach by Calonico et al. (2016) . Eligibility for the stimulus is defined strictly by Form W-2 wages. The running variable is W-2 wages. The outcome wages is top coded to the 95th percentile in each year. The sample is restricted to the sample of workers with wages below $6,000 and aged 25-60 in 2005. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
